
From: Fanning, Cynthia
To: Overbay, Michael; Lawrence, Rob; Dellinger, Philip; Donaldson, Guy
Bcc: McCorkhill, Michael
Subject: FW: Hydrofracking fact sheet for budget hearings
Date: Tuesday, March 26, 2013 10:22:15 AM
Attachments: UNCONVENTIONAL OIL AND GAS DEVELOPMENT – Region 6 - 3 26 13.docx

Unconventional Oil and Gas Effluent Guidelines_OST_ 03-21-13-ADMIN BOOK.docx

Guys –
 
We have an opportunity to make our HF fact sheet much more Region-
specific.  We could note specific concerns about seismicity in Arkansas, for
example, and expand on the nonattainment issue.  I am available to assist in
this effort – would you like to get together in a conference room this afternoon
for a few minutes to hash out a new version?
 
See message below and files attached for more.
 
*************************************
Cynthia Fanning
Congressional Liaison
U.S. Environmental Protection Agency, Region 6
Phone: 214-665-2142
Office:  214-665-2200
**************************************
 
From: Fletcher, Beverly 
Sent: Tuesday, March 26, 2013 9:39 AM
To: Fanning, Cynthia
Cc: Gonzales, Tim; Fontaine, Tim; Woods, Terry; Gray, David; McCorkhill, Michael; Taheri,
Diane; Shih, Melissa
Subject: RE: Hydrofracking fact sheet for budget hearings
 
Cynthia, OCFO feedback is that the Region 6 paper is duplicative of a national paper we
already have.  I thought if you made your paper more specific to Region 6 we might be
able to get it in the Administrator’s briefing book.  As a suggestion I moved one bullet,
that included Bartlett Shale, from the background to the beginning of the answer.   I hope
you will be able to do a much better job than I.  Also, attached is the national paper.
 
From: Fanning, Cynthia 
Sent: Friday, March 22, 2013 12:16 PM
To: Fletcher, Beverly
Cc: Gonzales, Tim; Fontaine, Tim; Woods, Terry; Gray, David; McCorkhill, Michael; Taheri,
Diane
Subject: RE: Hydrofracking fact sheet for budget hearings
 
Revised version attached.
 
*************************************
Cynthia Fanning
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UNCONVENTIONAL OIL AND GAS DEVELOPMENT – Region 6



QUESTION:  Are there significant air and water quality impacts from unconventional oil and gas development in Texas and other states?



ANSWER:

· The EPA is working with states and industry to better understand the potential water impacts associated with unconventional oil and gas development through the ORD-lead study requested by Congress. One of the retrospective study sites is located in the Barnett Shale play.

· If produced responsibly, natural gas has the potential to improve air quality, stabilize energy prices, and provide greater certainty about future energy reserves. At the same time, there are concerns about the environmental and health impacts of unconventional oil and gas development.

· There are three general areas of EPA's interest, including: 1) air emissions from production and processing including large stationary sources; 2) water resources including volume used, chemical additives and recycling and disposal; and 3) seismic events.

· It is a priority of the Administration to understand and address these concerns so the public has confidence that natural gas production will proceed in a safe and responsible manner.

BACKGROUND

· The EPA is working with states and industry to better understand the potential water impacts associated with unconventional oil and gas development through the ORD-lead study requested by Congress. One of the retrospective study sites is located in the Barnett Shale play.

· The EPA is working with states and industry to better understand the potential water impacts associated with unconventional oil and gas development through the ORD-lead study requested by Congress. One of the retrospective study sites is located in the Barnett Shale play.

· Wise County, Texas, has experienced a significant increase in air emissions due in large part to growth in emissions from Barnett Shale oil and gas production and development, but also due to growth in population. Emissions from Wise County contribute to the observed ozone violations in the existing Dallas–Fort Worth nonattainment area and supported the inclusion of Wise County into the nonattainment area in 2012. 

· DOJ, EPA and Range Resources settled on-going litigation involving an emergency order under the Safe Drinking Water Act and two homeowner drinking water wells within the Barnett shale in March 2012. Range Resources agreed to voluntarily sample drinking water wells and provide data to federal and state regulators.

· EPA's report examining seismic activity related to UIC wells is under development. The draft report is undergoing review by the workgroup members that include scientific and regulator experts outside of EPA.

· There are a number of shale plays in the lower 48 states including Barnett, Eagle Ford, Haynesville, Woodford, and Fayetteville within Region 6 states. Barnett shale play includes over 17,000 production wells and is unique in its proximity to densely populated urban development in Fort Worth and its suburbs. 

· Horizontal hydraulic fracturing may use over 7 - 10 million gallons of water, and up to 2% (200,000 gallons) of chemical additives, 10-60% of which will return to the surface during flowback to be recycled, treated or disposed.  

· The industry is making significant efforts to address drought and water availability by recycling flowback waters, or using non-drinking water quality sources such as brackish groundwater. 

David Gray, (214) 665-2200		03/20/13

Ron Curry, (214) 665-2100




UNCONVENTIONAL OIL AND GAS EFFLUENT GUIDELINES



QUESTION: 	 Why is EPA developing revisions to the effluent guidelines regulations for the oil and gas point source category?  



ANSWER:

·  Produced  waters generally  contain  elevated  salt  content,  much higher  than  sea  water content,  conventional  pollutants,  organics,  metals,  and  naturally  occurring  radioactive  material, which can directly impact aquatic life.  The focus of this revision is on establishing pretreatment standards for flowback/produced water discharges to publicly owned treatment plants because many POTWs are not equipped to treat all pollutants in these discharges.



BACKGROUND

· Discharges to surface waters from most oil and gas extraction activities (often referred to as produced water and/or flowback) are subject to ELGs for the Oil and Gas Extraction Point Source Category, 40 CFR Part 435.  Except in limited circumstances, wastewaters associated with oil and gas extraction are prohibited from being directly discharged to waters of the U.S. The ELGs do not currently include pretreatment standards for discharges to publicly owned treatment plants.

· Produced  waters generally  contain  elevated  salt  content  (often  expressed  as  total  dissolved  solids,  or  TDS),  many  times  higher  than  that  contained  in  sea  water,  conventional  pollutants,  organics,  metals,  and  NORM  (naturally  occurring  radioactive  material).   Additional  data  show  that  flowback  waters  contain  concentrations  of  some  of  the  fracturing  fluid  additives.  

· While  some  of  the flowback/produced water  is  re‐used  or  re‐injected,  a  significant  amount  still  requires  disposal.    Flowback/produced water may be transported  to  public  and  private  treatment  plants,  many  of  which  are  not  properly  equipped  to  treat  this  type  of  wastewater.     
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Contact:  Tim Fontaine, 202-564-0318

         Nancy Stoner, 202-564-5700		March 11, 2013





Congressional Liaison
U.S. Environmental Protection Agency, Region 6
Phone: 214-665-2142
Office:  214-665-2200
**************************************
 
From: Fletcher, Beverly 
Sent: Thursday, March 21, 2013 3:16 PM
To: Fanning, Cynthia
Cc: Gonzales, Tim; Fontaine, Tim; Woods, Terry
Subject: FW: Hydrofracking fact sheet for budget hearings
 
Hi Cynthia,
 
The OCFO guidance says that factsheets can’t exceed one page. And you can’t change the
margins or font.
 
Also, the answer is much too long.  OCFO guidance says answers are restricted to 2 to 3
bullets of one to 2 sentences each.  Answers have to be brief so that the witness can
respond quickly. 
 
If you will revise the paper down to one page and change the answer  to conform with the
guidance I will begin our approval process.
 
From: Fontaine, Tim 
Sent: Wednesday, March 20, 2013 5:01 PM
To: Shih, Melissa
Cc: Woods, Terry; Fletcher, Beverly; Cooper, Tiffany; Malloy, Daniel
Subject: FW: Hydrofracking fact sheet for budget hearings
 
More
 
From: Fanning, Cynthia 
Sent: Wednesday, March 20, 2013 4:52 PM
To: Kitamura, Louise; Salgado, Omayra; Fontaine, Tim
Cc: Rhea, William; Garbart, Patrick; Lawrence, Rob; Overbay, Michael; Moody, Christina;
Milbeck, Regina; Spelman, John; Chandler, Heather; Gray, David; McCorkhill, Michael; Taheri,
Diane
Subject: Hydrofracking fact sheet for budget hearings
 
Louise, Omayra and Tim –
 
I’m sending this fact sheet from Region 6 to all three of you because it
describes impacts to both air and water quality.  I’m guessing you have
already decided among yourselves whether OAR or OW will take it from here.
 
This is item #11 on the list of topics attached to the memo of March 15. 
Please let me know if you have any questions.
 



*************************************
Cynthia Fanning
Congressional Liaison
U.S. Environmental Protection Agency, Region 6
Phone: 214-665-2142
Office:  214-665-2200
**************************************
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